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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement has been received and considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

4. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
Automotive Engineers Hand Book (second printing 1992) Pages 476-477 in view of JP 
08-142632. 

Although a translation of these documents is not yet available, the translation of 
the foreign written opinion has been provided by applicant's. 
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As shown in the automotive engineers hand book on pages 476-477 shows a 
solid stabilizer bar that can be designed for a specific roll stiffness and/or reduction in 
weight, per the application of the vehicle. That is the choice of a solid bar vs. a hollow 
bar would depend upon the vehicle application (i.e. car vs. truck). 

JP '632, as best understood, also shows that a solid stabilizer bar could be used. 
When the flat rate (Delta) of the cross section of the bending portion is represented as 5 
= (D2-D1)/D2x1, the bending portion (curved portion) is formed such that 5 is within a 
predetermined range of values. This document also states that a solid bar can be used 
and that the relationship between the flat rate, thickness of the pipe, and bending radius 
of the bending portion can be determined through trial and error at paragraph 0009. 

One having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have found 
it obvious to have formed the solid stabilizer bar shown by the Engineers Handbook 
according to the teachings of JP '632 dependent upon the specific vehicle (i.e. car vs. 
truck) and/or the performance characteristics desired from the suspension (i.e. sport car 
vs. utility vehicles). 

5. Claim 2 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
Automotive Engineers Hand Book (second printing 1992) Pages 476-477 in view of JP 
08-142632 as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of the Automotive Engineers 
Hand Book (Eighth Printing) page 23. 

Regarding claim 2 to have made the stabilizer bar above so that it could be used 
In a high stress environment (500 Mpa or more) would have been obvious in light of the 
teachings of the Automotive Engineers Hand book page 23. 
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Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Note the solid bar taught by Saito. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher P. Schwartz whose telephone number is 
571-272-7123. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 10:30-7:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rob Siconolfi can be reached on 571-272-7124. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Christopher P. Schwartz/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3683 



